Bamum 


Harris: 

“This delight in learning explains why the experience of deceit was enjoyable even after 
the hoax had been penetrated, or at least during the period of doubt and suspicion. 
Experiencing a complicated hoax was pleasurable because of the competition between 
victim and hoaxer, each seeing to outmaneuver the other, to catch him off-balance and 
detect the critical weakness. Barnum, Poe, Locke, and other hoaxers didn’t fear public 
suspicion; they invited it. They understood, most particularly Barnum understood, that 
the opportunity to debate the issue of falsity, to discover how deception had been 
practiced, was even more exciting than the discovery of fraud itself. The manipulation of 
a prank, after all, was as interesting a technique in its own right as the presentation of 
genuine curiosities. Therefore when people paid to see frauds, thinking they were true, 
they paid again to hear how the frauds were committed. Bamum reprinted his own 
ticket-seller’s analysis. “First he humbugs them, and then they pay to hear him tell how 
he did it. I believe if he should swindle a man out of twenty dollars, the man would give 
him a quarter to hear him tell about it.” p. 77. 



